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Detailed Action 

This office action is in response to the correspondence received on December 15, 2005. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 

for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 

regards as the invention. The term "generic" is considered broad and indefinite. 



Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Requena 
(US Pat No: US 200201 26701 A1). 



1 . With regards to claims 1 and 5, Requena teaches a method of processing requests 
from location-based service applications for location-based services provided by a 
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plurality of disparate location-based service providers, different ones of said plurality 
of disparate location-based service providers specifying different formats for 
receiving said requests, comprising the steps of the location service: receiving 
requests for location based-services (Requena teaches a design allowing location 
based services to receive requests from users (paragraphs 12-16, Requena)); 
determining from each said request a particular location-based service provider 
which can service said request (paragraphs 15-16, Requena); specifically formatting 
each said request according to a specific format specified, by said particular 
location-based service provider (It is inherent in a networking design that data is 
converted when transferred between two networked devices. Plus see paragraphs 
75, 105 and 130, Requena); uniformly formatting each result set produced from 
corresponding ones of said requests; and, to forwarding said uniformly formatted 
result sets to the location-based service applications (It is inherent in a networking 
design that data is converted when transferred between two networked devices. 
Plus see paragraphs 75, 105 and 130, Requena). 

2. With regards to claims 2 and 6, Requena teaches the method wherein said 

uniformly formatted result sets are result sets which have been formatted according 
to the Geography Markup Language (GML) (Requena's design allows for the use of 
Geography Markup Language (paragraph 120, Requena). 
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3. With regards to claim 3, Requena teaches a common location-based service 
adapter interface, comprising: a uniform input interface through which 
location-based services can be requested using a uniform format which is 
independent of any specific formatting required by a particular service adapter 
configured to process said location-based services; and, a uniform output interface 
through which specifically formatted result sets can be formatted using said uniform 
format, wherein said uniform input interface adapted to be connected to different 
service adapters specifying different formats for receiving requests (It is inherent in 
a networking design that data is converted when transferred between two 
networked devices. Plus see paragraphs 75, 105 and 130, Requena). 

4. With regards to claim 4, Requena teaches the common location-based service 
adapter interface wherein said uniform input interface comprises: a plurality of 
location-based service adapter objects, each said adapter object being configured 
to provide said at least one location-based service responsive to receiving a 
uniformly formatted location-based service request (See paragraphs 12, 15-16, 
Requena); a location service object configured to provide a reference to a particular 
one of said location-based service adapter objects based upon a specified 
location-based service (See paragraphs 91-92, Requena); and, a plurality of 
location request objects configured to define location-based service request 
parameters required by generic ones of said location-based service adapter objects 
(See paragraphs 91-92, Requena). 
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Response to Remarks 

The correspondence received on December 15, 2005 has been carefully 
examined but is not deemed fully persuasive. After reviewing the amended claims 
against the prior art issued, the examiner contends that the claimed invention continues 
to fail in overcoming the prior art. The office action has been revised in an attempt to 
clarify the examiner's position. As for the remarks made, they are addressed below. 

The first issue of concern involves the selection of a location-based service 
provider. The prior art teaches that a plurality of location-based service providers exist 
in the design (paragraphs 12-16, Requena). It is well known that since multiple 
location-based service providers exist and only one is needed to serve the request, that 
one out of the plurality is selected. 

The second issue concerns the inherency rejections made. The examiner has 
currently cited portions of the reference in addition to the inherency rejections. In 
addition, the examiner continues the inherency rejection because it is inherent in a 
networking design that data is converted when transferred between two networked 
devices. The examiner would also like to remind the applicant's representative that 
inherency is applied in a rejection when a feature is known in the art to be mandatory. 
Finally, when reading prior art, it is important to not only attain a literal interpretation of 
the disclosure but to also attain an understanding of the spirit of the design. 

Conclusion 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Azizul Choudhury whose telephone number is (571) 
272-3909. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jason Cardone can be reached on (571) 272-3933. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding isassigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



AC 




